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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) 
because reference character "414" has been used to designate both Cable and Display 
FCM. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet 
submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as 
either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the 
changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of 
any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 

2. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) 
because reference character "412" has been used to designate both 1394 Bus and First 
Device DCM. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are 
required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any 
amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the 
immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each 
drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top 
margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If 
the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and 
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informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

3. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
description: 350, 214. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d), 
or amendment to the specification to add the reference character(s) in the description in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(b) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if 
only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of 
an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 27 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 27 states "A 
computer readable medium comprising instructions, which when executed on a 
processor, perform a method for compressing data". The "method for compressing 
data" does not have any basis or mention is the specification. It is understood and 
taken during the prior art rejection below to read "A computer readable medium 
comprising instructions, which when executed on a processor, perform a method for 
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monitoring audiovisual (AV) content on a child device using a parent controller 

device". Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sitnik (US Pub. No. 2002/0010935), cited by examiner in view of Kerman (USP 
5,659,366), cited by examiner. 

Regarding claim 1, the Sitnik reference discloses all of that which is discussed 
with regard to the claimed "audiovisual (AV) monitoring application for children on a 
parent controller device" as follows: 

• The claimed "AV receiver on the parent controller device configured to 
access and receive AV content directed to at least one child device" is met 
by the ability to query the child television and display frames of currently 
viewed content [paragraph 0016]. 

• The claimed "AV receiver on the parent controller device configured to 
monitor and review the AV content directed to the child device to 
determine if the AV content includes at least one specified content" is met 



Application/Control Number: 09/875,417 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2614 

by the ability for the parent to query a child television in order to establish 
what kind of content is currently being watched [0007-0008]. 

The Sitnik reference does not teach that "the parent controller device [is] 
configured to generate a warning when the AV content including the specified content is 
being actively sent to the child device". 

The Kerman reference teaches an alarm warning, which warns parents using an 
audible or visible alarm when an undesirable program is being received by the child's 
device [col. 8, line 60 - col. 9, line 5]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include a warning notification of undesirable content (as taught by Kerman), 
in order to allow the parent to be alerted when a young child selects a television 
program which has content that the parent or guardian considers to be inappropriate for 
the child. 

Regarding claim 2, the Sitnik reference does not disclose that the 
aforementioned warning and the content directed to the child device are both displayed 
on the parent display device. The Sitnik reference simply discloses the ability to display 
the child's content on the parent's device [0016], and, as discussed earlier regarding 
claim 1 , does not make mention of a warning at the parent device when a child device is 
receiving undesirable content. The claimed "AV monitoring application for children of 
claim 1 further comprising a display on the parent controller device configured to display 
both the warning and the AV content directed to the child device" is therefore further 
met by Kerman, wherein he discloses the use of a warning at the parent device [col. 8, 
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line 60 - col. 9, line 5] and the background information regarding OSD and the ability to 
display messages (such as warnings) on the parent screen [col. 3, lines 3-12]. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to display the warning as an OSD along with the objectionable content from 
the child's television on the parent display, in order to allow for simple 
notification/warning of objectionable content using pre-existing technology, such as 
OSD technology. 

Regarding claim 3, the Sitnik and Kerman references teach all of that which is 
discussed above with regards to claim 2. However, the Sitnik reference does not teach 
the claimed "AV monitoring application for children of claim 2 further comprising a user 
interface configured to allow a user to input the specified content". This claim is met by 
the Kerman reference, wherein it discloses the ability for the user to initially set a 
predetermined MPAA rating value; upon which the alarm is activated if that value is 
reached [col. 8, line 60 - col. 9, line 5]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to allow the user to input the specified content, 
in order to allow customizability and further control over the parental control system. 

Regarding claim 4, the Sitnik and Kerman references teach all of that which is 
discussed above with regards to claim 3. However, the Sitnik reference does not teach 
the claimed "AV monitoring application for children of claim 3 wherein the specified 
content is chosen from the group consisting of: explicit lyrics, explicit topics, or program 
titles". This claim is, again, met by the Kerman reference, wherein it discloses the ability 
for the user to initially set a predetermined MPAA rating value (industry standard ratings 
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for defining the explicitness of a program); upon which the alarm is activated if that 
value is reached [col. 8, line 60 - col. 9, line 5]. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to allow the user to input the specified 
content, in order to allow customizability and further control over the parental control 
system. 

Regarding claim 5, the claimed "AV monitoring application for children of claim 1 
wherein the AV receiver is configured to receive and display AV content directed to the 
parent controller device concurrently with AV content directed to the child device" is met 
by the ability for the master TV to display its received signal and the second received 
signal from the slave TV as a PIP window [0003], as disclosed in the background of the 
invention with regards to prior art Hiyoshi. 

Regarding claim 6, the claimed "AV monitoring application for children of claim 1 
further comprising a network, the child device and the parent controller device coupled 
to the network" is met by the TVs being interconnected via a bi-directional connection 
20, which may be an in-home network [0014]. 

Regarding claim 7, the claimed "AV monitoring application for children of claim 6 
wherein the network is a home audio/visual initiative (HAVI) network" is met by the 
discussion of a network protocol known as HAVI being used to interconnect home AV 
devices [0002]. 

Regarding claim 8, the claimed "AV monitoring application for children of claim 7 
wherein the child device is a HAVI compliant device" is met by the discussion of each 
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TV being coupled to the HAVI network, and therefore, inherently must be HAVI 
compliant in order to function within the network [0002 & 0014]. 

Regarding claim 9, the claimed "AV monitoring application for children of claim 8 
wherein the parent controller device is a HAVI compliant device" is met by the 
discussion of each TV being coupled to the HAVI network, and therefore, inherently 
must be HAVI compliant in order to function within the network [0002 & 0014]. 

Regarding claim 10, the claimed "AV monitoring application for children of claim 
9 wherein the parent controller device is a full audiovisual node (FAV) device" is met by 
the discussion of the master controller being able to recognize and control a slave 
device within a HAVI network [0002]. 

Regarding claim 1 1, the claimed "AV monitoring application for children of claim 
1 further comprising: at least one child device coupled to a home audio/visual initiative 
(HAVI) network; and a HAVI compliant parent device coupled to the HAVI network and 
acting as the parent controller device" discusses the same limitations set forth in claims 
6-10 and is met by the same discussions as set forth above regarding claims 6-10. For 
further reference, see paragraphs 0002 and 0014. 

Regarding claim 12, the Sitnik reference discloses all of that which is discussed 
with regard to the claimed "parent controller device" as follows: 

• The claimed "AV receiver configured to access AV content directed to at 
least one child device an audiovisual (AV) monitoring application for 
children that allows the parent controller device to monitor the AV content 
directed to the child device to determine if the AV content includes at least 
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one specified content" is met by the ability to query the child television and 
display frames of currently viewed content [paragraph 0016], and the 
ability for the parent to query a child television in order to establish what 
kind of content is currently being watched [0007-0008]. 
The Sitnik reference does not teach "a display to generate a warning when the 
AV content including the specified content is being actively sent to the child device". 

The Kerman reference teaches an alarm warning, which warns parents using an 
audible or visible alarm when an undesirable program is being received by the child's 
device [col. 8, line 60 - col. 9, line 5]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include a warning notification of undesirable content (as taught by Kerman), 
in order to allow the parent to be alerted when a young child selects a television 
program which has content that the parent or guardian considers to be inappropriate for 
the child. 

Regarding claim 13, the Sitnik reference does not disclose that the 
aforementioned warning and the content directed to the child device are both displayed 
on the parent display device. The Sitnik reference simply discloses the ability to display 
the child's content on the parent's device [0016], and, as discussed earlier regarding 
claim 12, does not make mention of a warning at the parent device when a child device 
is receiving undesirable content. The claimed "parent controller device of claim 12 
wherein the display is configured to display both the warning and the AV content 
directed to the child device" is therefore further met by Kerman, wherein he discloses 
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the use of a warning at the parent device [col. 8, line 60 - col. 9, line 5] and the 
background information regarding OSD and the ability to display messages (such as 
warnings) on the parent screen [col. 3 t lines 3-12]. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to display the 
warning as an OSD along with the objectionable content from the child's television on 
the parent display, in order to allow for simple notification/warning of objectionable 
content using pre-existing technology, such as OSD technology. 

Regarding claim 14, the Sitnik and Kerman references teach all of that which is 
discussed above with regards to claim 12. However, the Sitnik reference does not 
teach the claimed "parent controller device of claim 12 further comprising a user 
interface configured to allow a user to input the specified content". This claim is met by 
the Kerman reference, wherein it discloses the ability for the user to initially set a 
predetermined MPAA rating value; upon which the alarm is activated if that value is 
reached [col. 8, line 60 - col. 9, line 5]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to allow the user to input the specified content, 
in order to allow customizability and further control over the parental control system. 

Regarding claim 15, the Sitnik and Kerman references teach all of that which is 
discussed above with regards to claim 14. However, the Sitnik reference does not 
teach the claimed "parent controller device of claim 14 wherein the specified content is 
chosen from the group consisting of: explicit lyrics, explicit topics, or program titles". 
This claim is, again, met by the Kerman reference, wherein it discloses the ability for the 
user to initially set a predetermined MPAA rating value (industry standard ratings for 
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defining the explicitness of a program); upon which the alarm is activated if that value is 
reached [col. 8, line 60 - col. 9, line 5]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to allow the user to input the specified content, 
in order to allow customizability and further control over the parental control system. 

Regarding claim 16, the claimed "parent controller device of claim 12 wherein the 
AV receiver is configured to receive and display AV content directed to the parent 
controller device concurrently with AV content directed to the child device" is met by the 
ability for the master TV to display its received signal and the second received signal 
from the slave TV as a PIP window [0003], as disclosed in the background of the 
invention with regards to prior art Hiyoshi. 

Regarding claim 17, the claimed "parent controller device of claim 12 wherein the 
parent controller device and the child device are coupled to a network" is met by the 
TVs being interconnected via a bi-directional connection 20, which may be an in-home 
network [0014]. 

Regarding claim 18, the claimed "parent controller device of claim 17 wherein the 
network is a home audio/visual initiative (HAVI) network" is met by the discussion of a 
network protocol known as HAVI being used to interconnect home AV devices [0002]. 

Regarding claim 19, the claimed "parent controller device of claim 18 wherein the 
child device is a HAVI compliant device" is met by the discussion of each TV being 
coupled to the HAVI network, and therefore, inherently must be HAVI compliant in order 
to function within the network [0002 & 0014]. 



Application/Control Number: 09/875,417 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2614 

Regarding claim 20, the claimed "parent controller device of claim 19 wherein the 
parent controller device is a HAVI compliant device" is met by the discussion of each TV 
being coupled to the HAVI network, and therefore, inherently must be HAVI compliant in 
order to function within the network [0002 & 0014]. 

Regarding claim 21, the claimed "parent controller device of claim 20 wherein the 
parent controller device is a full audiovisual node (FAV) device" is met by the discussion 
of the master controller being able to recognize and control a slave device within a HAVI 
network [0002]. 

Regarding claim 22, the Sitnik reference discloses all of that which is discussed 
with regard to the claimed "method of monitoring audiovisual (AV) content on a child 
device using a parent controller device" as follows: 

• The claimed step of "accessing AV content directed to the child device by 
the parent controller device" is met by the ability to query the child 
television and display frames of currently viewed content [paragraph 
0016]. 

• The claimed step of "determining if the AV content includes a specified 
content" is met by the ability for the parent to query a child television in 
order to establish what kind of content is currently being watched [0007- 
0008]. 

The Sitnik reference does not teach the step of "generating a warning on a 
display on the parent controller device when the AV content includes the specified 
content". 
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The Kerman reference teaches an alarm warning, which warns parents using an 
audible or visible alarm when an undesirable program is being received by the child's 
device [col. 8, line 60 - col. 9, line 5]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include a warning notification of undesirable content (as taught by Kerman), 
in order to allow the parent to be alerted when a young child selects a television 
program which has content that the parent or guardian considers to be inappropriate for 
the child. 

Regarding claim 23, the claimed "method of claim 22 further comprising 
displaying the AV content directed to the child device on the display of the parent 
controller device" is met by the Sitnik reference, which discloses the ability to display the 
child's content on the parent's device [0016]. 

Regarding claim 24, the Sitnik and Kerman references teach all of that which is 
discussed above with regards to claim 23. However, the Sitnik reference does not 
teach the claimed "method of claim 23 further comprising the step of inputting the 
specified content on a user interface of the parent controller device". This claim is met 
by the Kerman reference, wherein it discloses the ability for the user to initially set a 
predetermined MPAA rating value; upon which the alarm is activated if that value is 
reached [col. 8, line 60 - col. 9, line 5]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to allow the user to input the specified content, 
in order to allow customizability and further control over the parental control system. 
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Regarding claim 25, the Sitnik and Kerman references teach all of that which is 
discussed above with regards to claim 24. However, the Sitnik reference does not 
teach the claimed "method of claim 24 wherein specified content is chosen from the 
group consisting of: explicit lyrics, explicit topics, or program titles". This claim is, again, 
met by the Kerman reference, wherein it discloses the ability for the user to initially set a 
predetermined MPAA rating value (industry standard ratings for defining the explicitness 
of a program); upon which the alarm is activated if that value is reached [col. 8, line 60 - 
col. 9, line 5]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to allow the user to input the specified content, in order to allow 
customizability and further control over the parental control system. 

Regarding claim 26, the claimed "method of claim 23 further comprising 
displaying AV content directed to the parent controller device on the display of the 
parent controller device concurrently with the AV content directed to the child device" is 
met by the ability for the master TV to display its received signal and the second 
received signal from the slave TV as a PIP window [0003], as disclosed in the 
background of the invention with regards to prior art Hiyoshi. 

Regarding claim 27, the Sitnik reference discloses all of that which is discussed 
with regard to the claimed "computer readable medium comprising instructions, which 
when executed on a processor, perform a method for compressing data" (emphasis 
added by Examiner - see claim objections above) as follows: 

• The claimed step of "accessing AV content directed to the child device by 
the parent controller device" is met by the ability to query the child 
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television and display frames of currently viewed content [paragraph 
0016]. 

• The claimed step of "determining if the AV content includes a specified 
content" is met by the ability for the parent to query a child television in 
order to establish what kind of content is currently being watched [0007- 
0008]. 

The Sitnik reference does not teach the step of "generating a warning on a 
display on the parent controller device when the AV content includes the specified 
content". 

The Kerman reference teaches an alarm warning, which warns parents using an 
audible or visible alarm when an undesirable program is being received by the child's 
device [col. 8, line 60 - col. 9, line 5]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include a warning notification of undesirable content (as taught by Kerman), 
in order to allow the parent to be alerted when a young child selects a television 
program which has content that the parent or guardian considers to be inappropriate for 
the child. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 



Application/Control Number: 09/875,417 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2614 

Hiyoshi (JP10-248020-A), published 14 September 1998, discloses a system for 
parental control and monitoring of multiple child televisions in a home network. 

Borgstahl (USP 6,487,180) discloses a system using wireless links for 
transmitting notifications to users. 

Courtney (USP 6,385,772) discloses another monitoring system having wireless 
remote viewing and network control functionality. 

Miyagawa (EP 0369382A2) discloses a home bus-information display system for 
controlling and displaying the status for a plurality of home apparatuses. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael R. Shannon whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7356. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday 8:00 AM - 
5:00PM, with alternate Friday's off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller, can be reached at (571 ) 272-7353. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Please address mail to be delivered by the United States Postal Service (USPS) 
as follows: 

Mail Stop 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 2231 3-1 450 

Effective January 14, 2005, except correspondence for Maintenance Fee 

payments, Deposit Account Replenishments (see 1.25(c)(4)), and Licensing and 
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Review (see 37 CFR 5.1(c) and 5.2(c)), please address correspondence to be delivered 
by other delivery services (Federal Express (Fed Ex), UPS, DHL, Laser, Action, 
Purolater, etc.) as follows: 



United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

Some correspondence may be submitted electronically. See the Office's Internet 
Web site http://www.uspto.gov for additional information. 

Or faxed to: (703) 872-9306 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 

Knox Building 
501 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 

proceeding should be directed to customer service whose telephone number is (571) 



272-2600. 



Michael R Shannon 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2614 



Michael R Shannon 
April 12, 2005 




' JOHN MILLER 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



